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of her 45 millions of population. When that need is satisfied,
the production will necessarily stop. It won't be continued for the
sake of bringing in more gold irrespective of the needs of a people
and at the risk of their impoverishment. There would be no un-
natural accumulation of hoards in the pockets of the few, and want
in the midst of plenty in regard to the rest, as is happening to-
day, for instance, in America. America is today able to hold the
world in fee by selling all kinds of trinkets, or by selling her un-
rivalled skill, which she has a right to do. She has reached the
acme of mass production, and yet she has not been able to abolish
unemployment or want. There are still thousands, perhaps millions
of people in America who live in misery, in spite of the phenom-
enal riches of the few. The whole of the American nation is not
benefited by this mass production.

Q,. There tlie fault lies in distribution. It means that, whilst our sys-
tem of production has reached a high pitch of perfection, the distribution is
still defective. If distribution could be equalized, would not mass produc-
tion be sterilized of its evils ?

A. No, the evil is inherent in the system. Distribution can be
equalized when production is localized; in other words, when the
distribution is simultaneous with production. Distribution will
never be equal so long as you want to tap other markets of the
world to dispose of your goods. That does not mean that the world
has no use for the marvellous advances in science and organization
that the Western nations have made. It only means that the
Western nations have to use their skill. If they want to use their
skill abroad, from philanthropic motives, America would say,
cWell, we know how to make bridges, we won't keep it a secret,
but we say to the whole world, we will teach you how to make
bridges and we will charge you nothing.3 America says, cWhere
other nations can grow one blade of wheat, we can grow two
thousand.' Then, America should teach that art free of charge to
those who will learn it, but not aspire to grow wheat for the
whole world, which would spell a sorry day for the world indeed.

The American friend next asked Gandhyi, referring to Russia, whether
it was not a country that had developed mass production without exploiting,
in Gandhiji's sense, the less industrialized nations, or without falling into the
pit of unequal distribution.

A. In other words, you want me to express opinion on State-
controlled industry, i.e., an economic order in which both pro-
duction and distribution are controlled and regulated by the
State as is being today done in Soviet Russia, Well., it is a new